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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are those of 
enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and ofpursuing and obtaining safety 
and happiness. — Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


The $1200 Machine That Lets 
Anyone Make a Metal Gun at 
Home 

When Cody Wilson 
revealed the world’s first fully 3-D 
printed gun last year, he showed that 
anyone could create a firearm. 

Wilson’s latest radically 
libertarian project is a PC-connected 
milling machine. The computer- 
numerically-controlled (CNC) mill uses 
a drill bit mounted on a head that 
moves in three dimensions to carve 
shapes into polymer, wood or 
aluminum. But this CNC mill, called the 
Ghost Gunner and sold by Wilson’s 
Defense Distributed for $1,200, is 
particularly designed to create the 
lower receiver of an AR-15 rifle. 

That simple chunk of metal 
has become the epicenter of a gun 
control firestorm. A lower receiver is the 
body of the gun that connects its stock, 
barrel, magazine and other parts. As 
such, it’s the rifle’s most regulated 
element. Mill your own lower receiver, 
however, and you can order the rest of 
the parts online, creating a semi¬ 
automatic weapon with no serial 
number, obtained with no background 
check, no waiting period or other 
regulatory hurdles. Selling that 
untraceable gun body is illegal, but no 
law prevents you from making one. 

Wilson’s goal of enabling 
anyone to privately fabricate an 
untraceable gun is part of a larger 
anarchist mission: To show how 
technology can render the entire notion 
of government obsolete. He’s spent the 
last two years developing firearms 
designed to be printed as easily as ink 
on a page, neutering attempts at gun 
control. “This is a way to jab at the 
bleeding hearts of these total statists,” 


Wilson says. “It’s about humiliating the 
power that wants to humiliate you.” 

Defense Distributed’s 
controversial creations have included 
3-D printable plastic magazines and 
lower receivers for AR-15s as well as 
an entire 3D-printed pistol. But Wilson 
says CNC milling makes the creation of 
lethal weapons one step more 
practical. 

“3-D printing [guns] was 
about signaling the future. This is about 
the present,” he says. “You can use 
this machine today to create something 
to the standards you’re used to...The 
gold standard of the gun community is 
metal.” 

Carving a lower receiver 
from a raw block of aluminum would be 
a lengthy, complex process. But the 
firearm community has long traded in 
so-called “80 percent lowers,” lower- 
receiver-shaped metal pieces that sell 
for as little as $80 and are roughly 80 
percent finished—They only need to 
have a few holes and cavities milled 
out to become the body of a working 
gun. The bureau of Alcohol Tobacco 
and Firearms has defined that 80 
percent line as the closest an object 
can come to a regulated rifle without 
legally qualifying as one. But finishing 
the last 20 percent of a lower receiver 
required access to a milling machine 
that typically costs tens of thousands of 
dollars. 

As with 3D-printers, 
however, CNC mills are quickly moving 
to affordable, personal devices. 
Defense Distributed’s machine can’t 
carve pieces as large as its 
competitors, but its small size makes it 
more rigid and precise, allowing it to cut 
an aluminum lower receiver from an 80 
percent lower in around an hour. 

Wilson says selling its own 
CNC mill offers his group a way to fund 


its activities. He considered offering 
pre-orders of the device through an 
Indiegogo or Kickstarter campaign, but 
both sites’ don’t allow the sale of 
weapons or tools for making them. 

A California law that would 
ban the manufacture of all guns without 
serial numbers, widely known as the 
“Ghost Gun ban”, was designed to 
criminalize 3-D printing and finishing an 
80 percent lower without a government- 
assigned serial number. The legislation 
was vetoed Tuesday by Governor Jerry 
Brown, who wrote that he “can’t see 
how adding a serial number to a 
homemade gun would significantly 
advance public safety.” 

Police believe that an AR- 
15 built from an 80-percent lower was 
used by 23-year-old John Zawahri last 
year to kill five people in Santa Monica. 
Zawahri had a history of mental illness 
and had previously been denied a 
license to buy guns; the semi-automatic 
weapon he assembled from the bootleg 
lower receiver and parts ordered online 
was also illegal in California. 

Wilson is directly 
confronting gun control advocates. He’s 
applied for a trademark for the term 
“Ghost Gun,” a move that could limit 
how gun control advocates are legally 
able to use it. 

And if, as in the case of 
John Zawahri, his milling machine is 
used to create uncontrollable weapons 
that result in real violence? Wilson 
gives the same answer that he gave 
when questioned about his 3-D printed 
guns: That the potential for violence is 
part of the price of freedom. “I believe 
it’s in the stable of popular rights 
afforded to the people, a republican 
ideal consistent with civil liberties,” he 
says. — Andy Greenberg, 

www.wired.com, 10.01.14 







Dumbing Down the Courts: 
How Politics Kept the 
Smartest Judges Off the 
Bench 

John R. Lott, Jr's Dumbing 
Down argues that judges have 
enormous power. They determine 
whom we can marry, whether we can 
own firearms, whether the government 
can mandate that we buy certain 
products, and how we define 
"personhood." But who gets to occupy 
these powerful positions? Up until now, 
there has been little systematic study of 
what type of judges get confirmed. 

In his rigorous yet readable 
style, John Lott analyzes both historical 
accounts and large amounts of data to 
see how the confirmation process has 
changed over time. Most importantly, 
Dumbing Down the Courts shows that 
intelligence has now become a liability 
for judicial nominees. With courts 
taking on an ever greater role in our 
lives, smarter judges are feared by the 
opposition. Although presidents want 
brilliant judges who support their 
positions, senators of the opposing 
party increasingly "Bork" those 
nominees who would be the most 
influential judges, subjecting them to 
humiliating and long confirmations. 

— amazon.com blurb as of October 16, 
2014 

Justice Scalia: Originalism is 
a “fight worth soldiering on 
for” 

Some say he's remarkably 
principled. Others find him willfully 
ignorant. 

Justice Antonin Scalia, the 
unflappable, highly intellectual linchpin 
of the U.S. Supreme Court's 
conservative end, sees himself merely 
as a strict devotee to the written word 
of the Constitution. 

Even in Boulder, Colorado's 
supposed bastion of liberalism, Scalia 
had no problem speaking his mind 
Wednesday before a crowd of 1,000 in 
CU's Mackey Auditorium. 

The erudite anchor of 
"originalism" — an approach that 
attempts to apply the early intent of the 
Constitution to present-day law — 
picked apart the idea that the 
Constitution should be fluid and 
constantly adapted to match 
contemporary beliefs. 

I'll probably lose in the end," 
he added, "but it's a fight worth 
soldiering on for." 

"The Constitution is not a 

r 


living organism, for Pete's sake," he 
said. "It's a law. It's a super-law. And if 
you think that the 'living Constitution' 
people are trying to bring us flexibility, 
you're dead wrong." 

The sometimes-scathing, 
ever-charismatic judge said that his 
modus operandi hasn't cost him 
personally. 

"I never make any personal 
attacks. I make vigorous attacks on 
what they've written. I criticize Ruth 
(Bader Ginsburg's) opinion, and she's 
my best friend," said Scalia. 

"My most important function 
as a Supreme Court justice — and any 
judge's most important function — is to 
tell the majority to get lost," Scalia said. 
"That's what I do whenever I find a 
particular action is prohibited by the Bill 
of Rights." 

Even during the more 
humorous moments, Scalia's address 
consistently returned to his profound 
belief in the essential nature of 
originalist thought. 

"Originalism simply says, as 
to those phenomena that existed at the 
time, what the American people voted 
for does not change," he said. 

"To give (the Supreme 
Court) a charter to give new meaning to 
provisions that the people never voted 
for — it's crazy. I don't know how we 
ever got there." 

— Daily Camera 10/01/2014 

Ex-CBS reporter’s book 
reveals how liberal media 
protects Obama 

By Kyle Smith 

Sharyl Attkisson is an 
unreasonable woman. Important 
people have told her so. When the 
longtime CBS reporter asked for details 
about reinforcements sent to the 
Benghazi compound during the Sept. 
11, 2012 terrorist attack, White House 
national security spokesman Tommy 
Vietor replied, “I give up, Sharyl . . . I’ll 
work with more reasonable folks, I 
guess." 

Another White House flack, 
Eric Schultz, didn’t like being pressed 
for answers about the Fast and Furious 
scandal in which American agents 
directed guns into the arms of Mexican 
drug lords. “Goddammit, Sharyl!” he 
screamed at her. “The Washington 
Post is reasonable, the LA Times is 
reasonable, The New York Times is 
reasonable. You’re the only one who’s 
not reasonable!” 

Two of her former bosses, 


CBS Evening News executive 
producers Jim Murphy and Rick 
Kaplan, called her a “pit bull.” 

That was when Sharyl was 

being nice. 

Now that she’s no longer 
with CBS, this pit bull is tearing flesh off 
the behinds of senior media and 
government officials. In her new 
expose “Stonewalled: My Fight for 
Truth Against the Forces of 
Obstruction, Intimidation, and 
Harassment in Obama’s Washington”, 
Attkisson unloads on her colleagues in 
TV news for their cowardice and 
cheerleading for the Obama 
administration while unmasking the 
corruption, misdirection and outright 
lying of today’s Washington political 
machine. 

Calling herself “politically 
agnostic,” Attkisson, a five-time Emmy 
winner, says she simply follows the 
story wherever it leads her. 

In nearly 20 years at CBS 
News, she has done many stories 
attacking Republicans and corporate 
America. 

Meanwhile, she notes, 
“CBS This Morning” is airing blatant 
advertorials pushing TGI Fridays’ all- 
you-can-eat appetizer promotion or 
plugging a Doritos taco shell sold at 
Taco Bell. 

Reporters on the ground 
aren’t necessarily ideological, Attkisson 
says, but the major network news 
decisions get made by a handful of 
New York execs who think the same. 

Often they dream up stories 
beforehand and turn the reporters into 
“casting agents,” told “we need to find 
someone who will say . . .” that a given 
policy is good or bad. 

Reporting on the green- 
energy firms such as Solyndra that 
went belly-up after burning through 
hundreds of millions in Washington 
handouts, Attkisson ran into increasing 
difficulty getting her stories on the air. A 
colleague told her about the following 
exchange: “[The stories] are pretty 
significant,” said a news exec. “Maybe 
we should be airing some of them on 
the ‘Evening News?”’ Replied the 
program’s chief Pat Shevlin, “What’s 
the matter, don’t you support green 
energy?” 

Says Attkisson: That’s like 
saying you’re anti-medicine if you point 
out pharmaceutical company fraud. 

Attkisson continued her 
dogged reporting through the launch of 
ObamaCare: She’s the reporter who 
brought the public’s attention to the 


In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause succeeds, however, the 
timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 






absurdly small number — six — who 
managed to sign up for it on day one. 

“Many in the media,” she 
writes, “are wrestling with their own 
souls: They know that ObamaCare is in 
serious trouble, but they’re conflicted 
about reporting that." 

One of her bosses had a 
rule that conservative analysts must 
always be labeled conservatives, but 
liberal analysts were simply “analysts.” 
“And if a conservative analyst’s opinion 
really rubbed the supervisor the wrong 
way,” says Attkisson, “she might rewrite 
the script to label him a ‘right-wing’ 
analyst.” 

In mid-October 2012, with 
the presidential election coming up, 
Attkisson says CBS suddenly lost 
interest in airing her reporting on the 
Benghazi attacks. “The light switch 
turns off,” she writes. “Most of my 
Benghazi stories would be reported not 
on television, but on the Web.” 

When the White House 
didn’t like her reporting, a flack would 
send a blistering e-mail to her boss, 
David Rhodes, CBS News’ president — 
and Rhodes’s brother Ben, a top 
national security advisor to President 
Obama. 

Though the administration, 
with the full cooperation of the media, 
has successfully turned “Benghazi” into 
a word associated with nutters, like 
“Roswell” or “grassy knoll,” Attkisson 
notes that “most of the damaging 
information came from Obama 
administration insiders, outraged by 
their own government’s behavior and 
what they viewed as a coverup.” 

Similarly, though the major 
media can’t mention the Fast and 
Furious scandal without a world-weary 
eyeroll, Attkisson points out that the 
story led to the resignation of a US 
attorney and the head of the ATF and 
led President Obama to invoke for the 
first time “executive privilege” to stanch 
the flow of damaging information. 

Attkisson, who received an 
Emmy award for her trailblazing work 
on the story, says she “incensed” top 
CBS brass when she appeared on 
Laura Ingraham’s radio show and 
mentioned that Obama administration 
officials literally screamed at her while 
she was working the story. 

One angry CBS exec called 
to tell Attkisson that Ingraham is 
“extremely, extremely far right” and that 
Attkisson shouldn’t appear on her show 
anymore. Attkisson was puzzled, noting 
that CBS reporters aren’t barred from 
appearing on lefty MSNBC shows. 

But nothing was the same 
at work, Attkisson writes. “The Evening 
News” began killing her stories on Fast 


and Furious, with one producer telling 
Attkisson, “You’ve reported everything. 
There’s really nothing left to say.” 

Attkisson left CBS News in 
frustration earlier this year. In the book 
she cites the complete loss of interest 
in investigative stories at “CBS Evening 
News” under new host Scott Pelley and 
new executive producer Shevlin. 

She says, though no one 
confronted her directly, a “whisper 
campaign” began; “If I offered a story 
on pretty much any legitimate 
controversy involving government, 
instead of being considered a good 
journalistic watchdog, I was anti- 
Obama.” 

Yet it was Attkisson who 
broke the story that the Bush 
administration had once run a gun¬ 
walking program similar to Fast and 
Furious, called Wide Receiver. She did 
dozens of tough-minded stories on 
Bush’s FDA, the TARP program and 
contractors such as Halliburton. She 
once inspired a seven-minute segment 
on “The Rachel Maddow Show” with 
her reporting on the suspicious charity 
of a Republican congressman, Steve 
Buyer. 

Attkisson is a born 
whistleblower, but CBS lost interest in 
the noise she was making. 

After reading the book, you 
won’t question whether CBS News or 
Attkisson is more trustworthy. 

— New York Post, October 25, 2014 

Professor Obama Trashes the 
Constitution 

Remember: Before he was 
president Professor Obama taught 
Constitutional law at the University of 
Chicago. 

And Professor Obama was 
a fierce critic of the Constitution. He 
criticized the Supreme Court and our 
Constitution... 

for... “never venturing] into 
the issues of redistribution of wealth.” 

for ...’’not breaking] free of 
the essential constraints that were 
placed by the Founding Fathers in the 
Constitution.” 

...for the “Constitution 
[being] a charter of negative liberties” 
that limits government. 

Fundraising appeal from the 
Intercollegiate Studies Institute, 
November 2014 

Less than 1% of Secret 
Warrants Used Against 
Terrorism 

The Patriot Act continues to 
wreak havoc on civil liberties. Section 
213 granted law enforcement the 


power to conduct a search while 
delaying notice to the suspect of the 
search. Known as a “sneak and peek” 
warrant, law enforcement said Section 
213 would protect against terrorism. 
But of a total of over 11,000 sneak and 
peek requests, only 51 were used for 
terrorism. Yet again, terrorism concerns 
appear to be trampling our civil 
liberties. 

Throughout the Patriot Act 
debate the Department of Justice 
argued Section 213 was needed to 
help investigate and prosecute 
terrorism crimes “without tipping off 
terrorists.” In 2005, FBI Director Robert 
Mueller emphasized sneak and peek 
warrants were “an invaluable tool in the 
war on terror and our efforts to combat 
serious criminal conduct.” 

Now the Administrative 
Office of the US Courts has finally 
released reports from 2013. 

The 2010 report reveals 
3,970 requests. By 2013 that number 
jumped to 11,129. Exactly what privacy 
advocates argued in 2001 is 
happening: sneak and peak warrants 
are not just being used in exceptional 
circumstances but as an everyday 
investigative tool. 

The 2013 report confirms 
that out of 11,129 reports only 51 were 
used for terrorism. The majority of 
requests were overwhelmingly for 
narcotics cases, which tapped out at 
9,401 requests. 

Section 213 of the Patriot 
Act may be less known than Section 
215 (the clause the government is 
currently using to collect your phone 
records), but it’s just as important. 

The Supreme Court ruled in 
Wilson v. Arkansas and Richards v. 
Wisconsin that the Fourth Amendment 
requires police to generally “knock and 
announce” their entry into property as a 
means of notifying a homeowner of a 
search. The idea was to give the owner 
an opportunity to assert their Fourth 
Amendment rights. But he court also 
said the rule could give way in 
situations where evidence was under 
threat of destruction or there were 
concerns for officer safety. Section 213 
codified this practice into statute, taking 
delayed notice from a relatively rare 
occurrence into standard operating law 
enforcement procedure. 

The government will 
continue to argue for more surveillance 
authorities—like the need to update the 
Communications Assistance to Law 
Enforcement Act—under the guise of 
terrorism. But before we engage in any 
updates, the public must be convinced 
such updates won’t be used for non¬ 
terrorist purposes that chip away at our 




civil liberties. — Mark Jaycox, The 
Electronic Frontier Foundation, 31 Oct 
14 

Rogue pastors back 
candidates, but IRS looks 
away 

A record number of rogue 
Christian pastors are endorsing 
candidates from the pulpit this election 
cycle, using Sunday sermons to 
defiantly flout tax rules. 

Their message to the IRS: 

Sue me. 

But the tax agency is doing 
anything but. Although the IRS was 
sued itself for not enforcing the law and 
admitted about 100 churches may be 
breaking the rules, the pastors and 
their critics alike say the agency is 
looking the other way. 

The number of pastors 
endorsing candidates in what they call 
Pulpit Freedom Sunday jumped from 
33 people in 2008 to more than 1,600 
this year, according to organizers, 
Alliance Defending Freedom. And this 
year, they’re telling pastors to back 
candidates any Sunday up until the 
election, not just one Sunday as in past 
years. 

At issue is the churches’ tax 
break as tax-exempt 501(c)(3) 

organizations. They don’t pay taxes, 
and donations to them can be deducted 
from contributors’ taxable income. 

But with that break comes 
limits on political endorsements. 
Charities are barred from engaging in 
political campaigns. 

“You can’t have a tax- 
exempt entity engaged in politics 
because that involves using tax-exempt 
money for political purposes, so it’s an 
unfair playing field,” said Annie Laurie 
Gaylor, co-founder of the Freedom 

From Religion Foundation, the 

organization that sued the IRS in 2012 
for failing to enforce electioneering 
restrictions on churches. The group 
settled this summer with an 
understanding that the IRS would 
eventually take action. 

So far there’s been no 
evidence they have. 

IRS Commissioner John 
Koskinen in an interview last month 
with Tax Analysts suggested the IRS 
isn’t planning to crack down on 
churches anytime soon. 

It’s another sign of the tax 
agency turned upside down by the tea 
party targeting controversy. Although 
the IRS is under fire from the right for 
being heavy-hand with conservative 
tax-exempt entities, it’s also getting hit 
from the left for failing to enforce 


decade-old rules governing churches 
and politics. 

The law was written in 1954 
by then-Sen. Lyndon B. Johnson (D- 
Texas), who was facing a contentious 
reelection challenge where several 
501(c)(3)s endorsed his opponent, 
labeling him soft on communism. 

The pastors, who make it 
easy for the IRS by often taping their 
sermons and mailing them to the tax 
agency, argue that it infringes on their 
First Amendment rights. 

Their ultimate goal: igniting 
a lawsuit with the IRS and taking the 
issue to the Supreme Court. 

“If by chance a member of 
the IRS is listening, sue me,” said 
evangelical pastor Jim Garlow of the 
San Diego-based Skyline Church, after 
backing Democratic Rep. Scott Peters 
for reelection. His Republican 
challenger, Carl DeMaio, is gay, and 
could advance a “radical homosexual 
agenda,” Garlow warned. 

— Rachel Bade, PoliticoPro 11/3/14 

Rancher calls new public 
lands plan retaliation 

Bunkerville rancher Cliven 
Bundy claims “the Feds” are retaliating 
against his family with a wide-ranging 
public lands plan that would blanket a 
swath of Southern Nevada with 
environmental protections, including 
much of the Gold Butte range around 
his 160-acre ranch. 

"As proposed nearly 3 
million acres in Southern Nevada will 
be locked away from the people. This 
includes most uses on the land,” such 
as recreational, agriculture — including 
ranching — “or otherwise,” the Bundy 
family said in a blog post Sunday. 

The Bureau of Land 
Management put out its draft Resource 
Management Plan and impact 
statement for review on Oct. 9. The 
comment period will close Jan. 7 after a 
series of public meetings set to begin 
Nov. 3. 

“I can’t get too excited 
about it,” Bundy said by telephone 
Monday. “What it amounts to is they’re 
going to treat this whole Southern 
Nevada area like wilderness. It’s a 
stricter rule for land use. It’s policing 
power is what they’re after,” he said. 

Bundy’s family has grazed 
cattle on the Gold Butte range, 80 miles 
northeast of Las Vegas, since 1877. He 
owes more than $1 million in grazing 
fees and penalties he has refused to 
pay the BLM for 21 years. He stopped 
paying his fees because he says he 
fired the BLM as his land managers. 


The BLM canceled Bundy’s 
permit in 1994. After simmering for two 
decades, the dispute erupted in an 
armed standoff in April when BLM 
agents rounded up more than 300 of 
his trespass cattle only to let them be 
released to avoid violence with armed 
militia from across the country who had 
rallied to his cause. 

Before the standoff there 
were about 1 million acres designated 
as critical to the environment in 
Southern Nevada, but the draft plan 
proposes adding 1.8 million acres for 
protection. 

“This is a direct assault on 
the State of Nevada. It is also a 
deliberate retaliation against the people 
for standing against the horrific action 
of several federal agencies at the 
Bundy ranch. They are again making a 
clear case that they are willing to use 
federal power to punish the local 
people,” the Bundy family blog post 
says. 

A BLM spokeswoman 
couldn’t be reached for comment 
Monday afternoon. -- Keith Rogers, 
Las Vegas Review- Journal, October 
27, 2014 

Obama’s ISIS War Is Illegal 

By Sen. Rand Paul 

When will Democrats—who 
so vociferously opposed a Republican 
president’s extraconstitutional war¬ 
making powers—stand up and oppose 
President Obama’s unconstitutional 
usurpation of war-making powers? 

Yale Professor Bruce 
Ackerman puts it succinctly: “The war 
against the Islamic State is now illegal. 
The War Powers Resolution of 1973 
gave President Obama 60 days to gain 
consent from Congress and required 
him to end ‘hostilities’ within 30 days if 
he failed to do so. This 90-day clock 
expired this week.” And yet, there’s 
been no consent, and no end to the 
fighting. 

I believe the president must 
come to Congress to begin a war. I 
also believe the War Powers Act is 
misunderstood; President Obama 
acted without true constitutional 
authority even before the 90 days 
expired, since we were not under 
attack at that time. But in either case, 
this war is now illegal. 

It must be declared and 
made valid, or it must be ended. 

Not only is the Constitution 
explicit that war is to be initiated by 
Congress alone, our Founders doubled 
down on this proposition in the 
Federalist Papers. Madison wrote that 
history demonstrates what the 




Constitution supposes, that the 
Executive Branch is the branch most 
prone to war, therefore the Constitution 
vested the power to declare war in the 
legislature. 

If the Constitution were not 
enough, the War Powers Act reiterates 
the legislature’s prerogative. The War 
Powers Act does not allow for any 
military action to take place that is not 
authorized by Congress or to repel 
imminent attack. Period. The only 
exception is military action to repel an 
imminent attack. In that case, the 
president has 60 days to report to 
Congress. Obviously, it’s an exception 
that doesn’t apply to any of our current 
wars. 

This administration has 
allowed, as Professor Michael J. 
Glennon writes, “nothing less than a 
collapse of the equilibrium of power, 
the balance expected to result from 
ambition set against ambition, the 
resistance to encroachment that was 
supposed to keep the three branches 
of the federal government in a state of 
equilibrium and to protect the people 
from the government.” 

It’s time for conservatives to 
say enough is enough. Obama’s 
commandeering of Congress’s 
powers—from making war, to remaking 
our health-care system—has to stop. 
There needs to be an across-the- 
board, consistent defense of the 
constitutional separation of powers. 
Nothing less will win the day. That 
should include this current battle in the 
Middle East. Taking military action 
against ISIS is justified. The president 
acting without Congress is not. 

— www.thedailybeast.com 2014/11/10 

Pot legalization not in line 
with international law: U.N. 

VIENNA (Reuters) - Moves 
by U.S. states to legalize marijuana are 
not in line with international drugs 
conventions, the U.N. anti-narcotics 
chief said on Wednesday. 

Residents of Oregon, 
Alaska, and the U.S. capital voted this 
month to allow the use of marijuana. 

Asked whether there was 
anything the UN could do about it, Yury 
Fedotov, executive director of the 
United Nations Office on Drugs and 
Crime, said he would raise the problem 
next week with the U.S. State 
Department and other U.N. agencies. 

Marijuana shops are 
operating in Washington state and 
Colorado, which in 2012 became the 
first U.S. states to allow marijuana use 
for fun. 


Marijuana remains 

classified as an illegal narcotic under 
federal law, although the Obama 
administration has said it was giving 
individual states leeway to carry out 
their own recreational-use statutes. 

On the international level, 
Uruguay's parliament in 2013 approved 
a bill to legalize and regulate the 
production and sale of marijuana -- the 
first country to do so. 

The International Narcotics 
Control Board (INCB) has said 
Uruguay's new bill contravened the 
1961 Single Convention on Narcotic 
drugs, which it says requires states to 
limit the use of cannabis to medical and 
scientific purposes, due to its 
dependence-producing potential. The 
Vienna-based INCB monitors 
compliance with this and two other drug 
control treaties. - Nov. 12, 2014 

This Gun Control Conspiracy 
Doesn’t Go Bang 

Who would have ever 
thought the Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives’ 
(ATF) would tell gun storeowners to sell 
guns to known straw purchasers 
(someone who can pass a background 
check who is buying a gun or guns for 
someone who can’t)? But they did, 
under operation Fast and Furious. Or 
who would have ever thought that the 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
would put gun stores on a federal 
watch list? But they did that, too. 

So when the The 
Washington Times noticed that people 
have to answer a question about their 
race and ethnicity before they can buy 
a gun it started the alarm bells ringing 
(“Obama administration forcing new 
gun buyers to declare race, ethnicity”, 
September 16, 2014). 

The fact is that the 
questions don’t have much to do with 
race, but have everything to do with a 
bungling and dense federal 
government. 

Actually, since 2012 anyone 
who wants to buy a gun from a Federal 
Firearms Licensed dealer (FFL) must 
answer this two-part question on Form 
4473, established by the Gun Control 
Act of 1968: 

10a. Ethnicity: (Hispanic or 
Latino) or (Not Hispanic or Latino) 

10b. Race: (Check one or 
more boxes.) (American Indian or 
Alaska Native), (Asian), (Black or 
African American), (White), (Native 
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander) 

Okay, did you answer both 
10a and 10b? 


If not you filled it out 
incorrectly. If a store doesn’t make sure 
a gun buyer answers both parts of the 
question before they phone the 
person’s name and social security 

number into the FBI’s National Instant 

Criminal Background Check System 

(NICS) then the ATF could penalize the 
store. If ATF agents find that a store is 
consistently filing incomplete forms 
they could start actions to get the 
store’s license to sell guns revoked. 

So far that hasn’t 

happened. -- Frank Miniter, 
www.forbes.com 2014/10/0 

Data divulges racial disparity 
in Chicago’s issuance of gun 
permits 

By Kelly Riddell 

In Chicago’s South Side 
earlier this month, a 16-year-old boy 
became the seventh person shot and 
killed this year in the West Garfield 
Park neighborhood. 

ZIP code 60624, where the 
shooting took place, has recorded more 
felonies than any other ZIP code in 
Cook County. Its population is 98 
percent black and averages a median 
income just above the poverty line. 

It also has the fewest 
concealed carry firearms permits per 
capita in the county. 

It’s a different story in 
affluent Palos Park. The 60464 ZIP 
code boasts only one homicide in 10 
years. Ninety-six percent of its 
residents are white, earning an average 
income of $121,000. It has the most 
concealed carry licenses in Cook 
County, with 1.24 percent of its 
residents authorized to carry a gun. 

Ninety percent of Illinois’ 
73,714 active concealed carry licenses 
have been issued to whites, only eight 
percent to African-Americans, 
according to the FOIA information. 

The disproportionate 

statistics boil down to cost. Illinois 
charges an applicant about $650 for 
fingerprinting, taxes and logistics — 
excluding the price of the gun. 

Illinois also requires 
licensees to take a 16-hour course that 
includes range time. There are no gun 
ranges within the city of Chicago, and 
carrying an unlicensed gun on public 
transportation is a crime. 

“You really need to ask 
whether or not politicians are 

consciously trying to disarm certain 
groups of people,” said Dr. John Lott, a 
Second Amendment expert and 

president of the Crime Prevention 

Research Center. “Why do they want a 
law that primarily disarms blacks and 




gives guns to only well-to-do whites? 
Don’t they think it should be equal for 
everyone to protect their lives?” 

The ACLU declined to 
comment for this story. 

Shawn Gowder, who is an 
African-American living on the South 
Side, asked Alderman Latasha R. 
Thomas to hold a precinct meeting to 
educate the population on their right to 
carry. She declined. 

Ms. Thomas’ reluctance is 
not surprising. Chicago politicians have 
long been against concealed carry, 
being of the mindset that more guns 
leads to more violence, no matter who 
is packing. 

Illinois has a loophole that 
allows law enforcement to deny permits 
for any reason. 

The seven-person state 
review board has denied more than 
800 licenses without explanation. The 
denials have prompted almost 200 
Illinoisans to file lawsuits against the 
state police to try to get justification. 

-- Washington Times, Sept. 29, 2014 

Restaurant offers discount for 
carrying gun 

PORT ALLEN, LA (NBC33) 
— Bergeron's Restaurant in Port Allen 
is known for its Cajun cooking, but 
recently they've been getting a lot of 
attention for something that doesn't 
have anything to do with their food. 

"I need you to be carrying a 
gun," says Bergeron's owner Kevin 
Cox. 

That's right, the restaurant 
is offering a 10 percent discount for 
bringing in both your appetite and your 
gun. 

"As long as everybody has 
a gun we're all the same size," says 
Cox. 

Cox says the idea started 
as a way to thank law enforcement 
officers, but soon, other gun carrying 
customers began asking for the 
discount too. 

"Target's banning guns and 
these people are banning guns," Cox 
said. I want to take the opposite 
approach. How can I make my place 
safer?" 

So far it's been a hit. Olivia 


Carambat stopped by for lunch on 
Thursday with her Smith and Wesson 
38. 

"There's so many people 
who are trying to take our guns away 
and the government makes stricter gun 
laws," said Carambat. "They forget that 
we're given the right in the Constitution 
to keep and bear arms." 

Criminals beware! Cox says 
he gives out about 15 to 20 discounts 
each day. - Rachel Penton, 
www.ketknbc.com, Sept. 26, 2014 

Death Panels: Obamacare 
Architect Thinks We Should 
Die at Age 75 

By Melissa Melton 

Right now everyone is talking 
about how one of the Obamacare 
architects, Jonathan Gruber, said it was 
the stupidity of the American voter that 
got the monstrosity that is Obamacare 
passed. 

As reported on The Daily 
Sheeple, Gruber said, "Lack of 
transparency is a huge political 
advantage. And basically, call it the 
stupidity of the American voter or 
whatever, but basically that was really, 
really critical to get the thing to pass." 

Even left-leaning gatekeeper 
Snopes had to admit it. Why? It’s on 
videotape. 

Well, another of Obamacare’s 
architects said something perhaps 
even more disturbing. 

Rahm Emanuel’s brother 
Ezekiel, former White House Special 
Adviser on Obamacare and current 
Director of Clinical Bioethics at the 
National Institutes of Health and fellow 
at the Center for American Progress, in 
September wrote an op-ed in The 
Atlantic about why he hopes he dies at 
75. 

In fact, society would be better 
off “if nature takes its course swiftly and 
promptly” and we all die at age 75. 

Here’s a snippet of what 
Ezekiel Emanuel had to say in “Why I 
Hope to Die at 75". 

"But living too long is also a 
loss. It renders many of us, if not 
disabled, then faltering and declining, a 
state that may not be worse than death 


but is nonetheless deprived. It robs us 
of our creativity and ability to contribute 
to work, society, the world. It 
transforms how people experience us, 
relate to us, and, most important, 
remember us. We are no longer 
remembered as vibrant and engaged 
but as feeble, ineffectual, even 
pathetic.” 

Ezekiel Emanuel is only 57. 
We’ll see if he takes his own advice in 
another 18 years. 

In the meantime, people 
keep debating whether or not 
Obamacare includes death panels or 
will lead to death panels in the future. If 
this Obamacare architect’s op-ed isn’t a 
raging public service announcement for 
death panels (complete with a graph 
and everything!), I’m not sure what is. 

They might not openly call it 
a death panel, but what do you think it 
means when bureaucrats like this guy 
argue that life-saving or even life¬ 
extending medical procedures like 
medical screenings or joint 
replacements are withheld from older 
folks simply because they are old and it 
isn’t “cost effective” according to the 
system. 

What a bunch of evil 
psychopaths we have running the 
show. 

Melissa Melton is a writer, 
researcher, and analyst for The Daily 
Sheeple and a co-creator of 
Truthstream Media 

www.thecommonsenseshow.com 
/2014/11/13 


"Who will govern the 
governors? There is only one force in 
the nation that can be depended upon 
to keep the government pure and the 
governors honest, and that is the 
people themselves. They alone, if well 
informed, are capable of preventing the 
corruption of power, and of restoring 
the nation to its rightful course if it 
should go astray. They alone are the 
safest depository of the ultimate 
powers of government." - Thomas 
Jefferson 
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